. The role of the insect was suspected because of its distribution which coincided with that of kala-azar.
It does not appear to be very well known that hookworm was also suspected for the same reasons (Christophers, 1924 (Malone and Brooks, 1944; Shortt, 1946; Malone, 1947; Brooks, 1949; Bouche, 1950 14, 15, 18, 19, 20, 22, 24 and 28, the first four being typical? Sen Gupta, 1947) . Further, when kala-azar has been reported from fresh localities, no attention has been paid to the sandfly at all (Prasad, 1949) . This half-heartedness in dealing with the sandfly is indicative of a serious doubt on the role of the insect in the transmission of the disease.
(Incidentally, the outbreak described by Prasad was [Nov., 1951 in the incidence may not be an evidence against the incrimination of the sandfly.
Differences between the attitudes on the transmission of malaria and kala-azar are indicated in notes on ' Fifty Years Ago' in this issue (pp. 522 and 523). The evidence against the sandfly in kala-azar is not so convincing as the one against the mosquito in malaria. All that can be accepted is that the sandfly can infect. The evidence which will put the two insects at the same level, as vectors, is still to come.
